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Dear Sir: 

In response to the Office Action dated May 13, 2003, applicants present the following 
remarks. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the restriction requirement as set 
forth in the Office Action as examination of all 15 pending claims would not pose undue 
burden on the Examiner. In any event, applicants provisionally elect the Group I claims, 
namely, claims 1-11, drawn to a security gate assembly. 

The Office Action restricted pending claims 1-15 in the above application into three 
groups as follows: (1) Group I (claims 1-1 1) which, according to the Action, are drawn to a 
security gate assembly; (2) Group II (claims 12-13), which according to the Action, are 
drawn to a control system; and (3) Group III (claims 14-15), which according to the Action 
are drawn to a linkage assembly. The Office Action then concluded that the inventions to a 
security gate assembly for controlling vehicle traffic, a control system implementing method 
data associated with input and output functions, and the linkage assembly attached to a driven 
member via motor, are distinct inventions and have acquired separate status in the art. 

Applicants respectfully traverse the restriction requirement. While the subject matter 
of the claims is commensurate with the various elements as set forth in the claims, applicants 
submit that a search and examination of the entire set of claims in the application can be 
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inventions as set forth in the claims have application to the security gate art. Accordingly, 
applicants respectfully request that all of the claims be examined on the merits, even though 
the application includes claims of various scope and directed to various features and 
embodiments. 

Applicants provisionally elect Group I (claims 1-11) for prosecution in the instant 
application without prejudice for filing one or more divisional applications to the subject 
matter of the non-elected claims. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAIT.TNP, 
I hereby certify that this RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT AND 
PROVISIONAL ELECTION (along with any attachments) is being sent via first-class mail, 
postage prepaid, addressed to: Commissioner For Patents, P. O. Box 1450, Alexandria, 
Virginia 22313-1450, on September 8, 2003. 
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Transmitted herewith is a response to an office action in the subject application. 

□ Applicants claim small entity status of this application under 37 CFR 1 .27. 

^ Petition for Extension of Time 

^ Applicants petition for a three-month extension of time under 37 CFR 1. r 136, the fee for which is $930.00. 

□ Applicants believe that no petition for an extension of time is necessary. However, to the extent that such 
petition is deemed necessary, Applicants hereby petition for a sufficient extension of time to render the 
present submission timely. Please charge Deposit Account No. 12-1216 for the appropriate petition fee. 

^ No additional claim fee is required. 

□ Other: 

The claim fee has been calculated as shown below: 
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Please charge my Deposit Account No. 12-1216 in the amount of $930.00. A duplicate copy of this sheet is 
attached. 



□ A check in the amount of $ 



is attached. 



The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiencies in the following fees associated with this 
communication or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 12-1216. A duplicate copy of this sheet is 

attached P P P F IVED 

^ Any filing fees under 37 CFR 1.16 for the presentation of extra claims. nuvUi v i— 

^ Any patent application processing fees under 37 CFR 1.17. 



Respectfully submitted, 
LEYDIG, VOIT & MAYER, LTD 
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